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KEMORASDUM FOR THE RECGRD

Rélord had come to N/1's house earlier that day asxing a

. publicity N/1 has been receiving-ever since Congresswonpan. ..

“however, were more disturbing.. These copcerred the:mission
.behest back in thes late '30's for SB<Division activity, shortly -
‘The. reporter apparently nhad the true-namé of thi

. " allegation, then the remark by the television- producer to N/l
“ suggesting that he is being "protected by that Agency in [

H
5

i

3 ot

G- Fsbruary 1975

[

SUBJECT: Latest Development in the NOSTRIL Case: An Appreach .
by a.Journalist . : e

1. NOSTRIL/1 phoned’me at home at about 2200 hours .
Saturday evening 1 February 1975 to inform me that he had been
called upon by a journalist who appeared to have some fairly~ .
sensitiye and classified, though historical, information. The = -
conversation was double-talked, so I can not be absolutely - : .
certain that I understood accurately everything M/1 was Exying
to convey. : : . .

2. N/1 stated that a reporter from the Paterson Evening

mumoer of questions. Some Sf these questions rélated to fhea

Holzman published the Justice Department's list of pexrsons

under "war, crimés" allegagions. Some of the other quetions,

to Eastern Europe of 2 certaln Circassjan agent of this Agency.’
The Circassian in question ‘(of whose name /1 flatly denied
all knowledge) was one of two spotied by N/1 at the Agency's.
after N/i's arrival’ in this country. T dimly temember this,
although I was not directly invelved. The reporter also
askerd about the case cfficer who first recruited N/1 in Amman,
in the earlty '30%s;-end who.was aiso invelved ig the ‘later
spotting and dispatchning, of the Circassian mentibne&fqbcvg._. . K
i officer ],ﬁ .

c 3

3. “The developments in this case seem to be cutting pro¥.
zressively closer to the bone. First there was the war criminal

WWashington', and now this revelatidn that a local journalist.
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has somehow chtained the nmmes of a former agent and a still-
ictive-deep-cover case officer.. Searching for a CI pattern
in these developments inmmediately, runs 1nfo 2 fairly serious
snag, however: as & «lub with wh1ch any of cur ensmies might
veat «the Agency, N/1's operational past seers like a pretty
wflimsy twig. As an alternate e\planau1on, the idea of a

}venhetta by one on'N/1's personal enemies strikss &e as I

fairly good. He has cevtainly made plenty of enemies -over
the years, and Circessians do tend to’run teward the long

-nursing of secret grievances and grudgss,

‘Regrettably there

is a third,

and perhaps even more valid possibility:

us up for some kind of touch - perhaps Te- employment

that-

or

N/1 is feellng the economic pinch and is attempting to set/‘

assistance for: relocation.

4. In any case, I recommend we st“rt thinking about
Hav1ng N/1 contacted by someone from SE Divisicn, NE Division,
or perhaps better yet. Security. At the least, N/T should
be debriefed in detail (which the current series of phone
conversations lias motpermitted) and if possible his docu-
wentary ‘holdings photographed (if he will p"rﬂ’t)
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